
Appendix A. HI1 Calculation - Adelphia-Time Warner-Comcast Transaction 
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______ 

Cable 
MVPD 

73,575,460 
92,600,000 

MI, Comcast, Adelphia - AdelphidlW/Comcast FCC Application, data as of 3/31/05 
Cox, Charter, Adelphia Cablevision, Bright House, Mediacorn - NCTA web site, data as of Dec 2004 
DirectlV, Echostar - 10K as of 12/31/04 

Cable total: National Cable & Telecom Assn Industry Overview, p 30 (from Nielsen Media Research 11104) 
MVPD total - FCC application as of 4/26/05 

Department of Justice Horizontal Merger Guidelines (revised April 8, 1997) 

__ 
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App. 62. Time Warner Cable Subscribers Current and Post-AdelphiaKomcast Transactions 

Current Post Transaction Net Gain/ 
DMA Rank Subscribers Subscribers (Loss) % Change 

1 NewYork 1,397,086 1,397,086 0 0.0% 
2 Los Angeles 369,975 1,918,746 1,548,771 418.6% 
3 Chicago 0 0 0 n/a 
4 Philadelphia 49,387 0 -49,387 -100.0% 
5 Boston (Manchester) 14,300 16,159 1,859 13.0% 

J 

6 San Francisco-Oak-San Jose 0 0 0 n/z 
7 Dallas.Ft. Worth 0 579,750 579,750 n/; 
8 Washington, DC (Hagrstwn) 0 0 0 n/; 
9 Atlanta 0 0 0 n/; 

10 Detroit+ 0 0 0 n/z 
11 Houston 753,857 753,857 0 0.0% 
12 Seattle-Tacoma 0 918 918 n/s 
13 Tampa-St. Pete (Sarasota)* 0 0 0 n/s 
14 Minneapolis-St. Paul 202,472 0 -202,472 *lOO.O% 
15 Phoenix (Prescott), AZ 0 0 0 n / i  
16 Cleveland-Akron (Canton) 283,109 854,077 570,968 201.7% 

n / i  17 Miami-Ft. Lauderdale* 0 0 
18 Denver 0 4,704 4,704 n/s 
19 Sacramnto-Stktn-Modesto 0 0 0 n/: 
20 Orlando-Daytona Bch-Melbrn" 0 0 0 #-I/; 

21 t.Louis 0 0 0 n/s 
22 Pittsburgh 6,463 6,463 0 0.0% 
23 Baltimore 0 0 0 n/z 
24 Portland, OR 0 0 0 n/ i  
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25 Indianapolis* 1,108 1,108 0 0.0% 
26 SanDiego 227,5 13 301,355 73,842 32.5% 
27 Hartford & New Haven 0 0 0 n/a 
28 Charlotte 384,882 426,081 41,199 10.7% 

30 Nashville 0 0 0 n/a 
29 Raleigh.Durham(Fayetvlle) 460,097 47 1,280 11,183 2.4% 

31 Kansas City 303,350 303,350 0 0.0% 
32 Milwaukee 416,684 4 16,684 0 0.0% 
33 Cincinnati 349,323 388,981 39,658 11.4% 
34 Columbus, OH 313,258 364,973 51,715 16.5% 

36 Salt Lake City 0 2,044 2,044 n/a 

38 Grand Rapids.Kalmzoo-B.Crk 0 0 0 n/a 
39 West Palm Beach-Ft. Pierce* 0 0 0 n/a 
40 Birmingham (Ann and Tusc)* 0 11,133 11,133 n/a 
41 Norfolk-Portsmth-Newpt Nws 0 14,468 14,468 n/a 
42 Harrisburg-Lncstr-Leb-York 0 0 0 n/a 

35 Greenvll-Spart-Ashevll-And 8,131 8,131 0 0.0% 

37 SanAntonio 384,O 16 384,016 0 0.0% 

~- 

43 New Orleans 34,716 0 .34,716 -100.0% 
44 Memphis 204,018 1,699 -202,319 -99.2% 
45 Oklahoma City 0 0 0 n/a 
46 Buffalo 75,788 433,331 357,543 47 1.8% 

I Source: Arthur H. Harding, Counsel for Time Warner, Letter to FCC Secretary Marlene H. Dortch, June 21, 2005 with accompanyin 
tables indicating franchises to be transferred and changes in subscribership by DMA. 



App. 82. Time Warner Cable Subscribers Current and Post-AdelphiaKomcast Transactions 

Current Post Transaction Net Gain/ 
DMA Rank Subscribers Subscribers (Loss) % Change 

47 Albuquerque-Santa Fe 0 0 0 n/a 

49 Providence-New Bedford 0 0 0 n/a 
50 Louisville 0 3,335 3,335 n/a 
51 LasVegas 

48 Greensboro.H.Point-W/Salem 340,210 35 1,808 11,598 3.4%. 

52 Jacksonville, Brunswick 44,989 44,989 0 0.0% 
53 Wilkes Barre-Scranton 6,250 6,250 0 0.0%- 
54 Austin 316,594 316,594 0 0.0% 
55 AlbanySchenectadyTroy 3 19,639 380,700 61,061 19.1% 
56 Dayton 284,024 295,992 1 1,968 4.2% 
57 Little Rock-Pine Bluff 0 0 0 n/a 
58 Fresno-Visalia* 0 0 0 n/a 
59 Knoxville 0 0 0 n/a 
60 Tulsa 2,193 4,128 1,935 88.2% 
61 Richmond-Petersburg 0 358 358 n/a 
62 Charleston-Huntington 9,980 43,317 33,337 334.0% 
63 MobilePensacola (Ft Walt)* 0 0 0 n/a 
64 Lexington 0 11 1,973 111,973 n/a 
65 Flint-Saginaw-Bay City 0 0 0 n/a 
66 Wichita.HutchinsonPIus 0 5,011 5,011 n/a 
67 Roanoke-Lynchburg 284 1,669 1,385 487.7% 
68 Ft. Myers-Naples 62,493 0 -62,493 -100.0% 
69 Green BayAppleton 147,981 147,981 0 0.0% 

71 Honolulu 397,253 397,253 0 0.0% 
70 Toledo 61,121 124,712 63,591 104.0% 

72 Tucson (Sierra Vista) 0 0 0 n/a 
73 Des Moines-Ames 0 0 0 n/a 
74 Portland-Auburn 109,478 255,182 145,704 133.1% 
75 Rochester, NY 259,744 264,868 5,124 2.0% 
76 Omaha 19,054 19,054 0 0.0% 
77 Syracuse 264,185 280,128 15,943 6.0% 
78 Springfield, MO 0 0 0 n/a 

- 79 Paducah-Cape Girard-Harsbg ____ 0 795 795 -- n/a 
80 Spokane 0 47,137 47,137 n/a 

82 Champaign&Spmgfid.Decatur 0 0 0 n/a 

84 Huntsvffle-Decatur (Flor) 0 4,464 4,464 n/a 
85 Madison 0 0 0 n/a 
86 Chattanooga 0 0 0 n/a 
87 South Bend-Ellchart 0 0 0 n/a 
88 Cedar Rapids-Wtrlo.IWC&Dub 0 0 0 n/a 
89 Tn-Cities, TN-VA 0 8,175 8,175 n/a 
90 Burlington-Plattsburgh 13,018 22,216 9,198 70.7% 

92 Colorado Springs-Pueblo 0 0 0 n/a 

81 Shreveport 62,132 0 -62,132 .lOO.O% 

83 Columbia, SC 163,260 163,619 359 0.2% 

91 Jackson, MS 76,382 0 -76,382 .lOO.O% 

Source: Arthur H. Harding, Counsel for Time Warner, Letter to FCC Secretary Marlene H. Dortch, June 21, 2005 with accornpai 
tables indicating franchises to be transferred and changes in subscribership by DMA. 



App. 62. Time Warner Cable Subscribers Current and Post-Adelphia/Comcast Transactions 

Current Post Transaction Net Gain/ 
DMA Rank Subscribers Subscribers (Loss) % Change 

93 Harlingen-Wslco-Brnsvl-McA 105,113 105,113 0 0.0% 

95 Waco-Temple-Bryan 109,812 109,812 0 o w ,  
94 Davenport.R.Island.Moline 0 0 0 n/a. 

96 Baton Rouge 0 0 0 n/a 
97 Johnstown-Altoona 0 0 0 n/a 
98 Savannah 0 22,477 22,477 n/a 
99 Evansville 0 24,618 24,618 n/a 

101 Charleston, SC 53,161 54,623 1,462 2.8%> 
102 Youngstown 89,094 116,293 27,199 30.5% 

104 Ft. Wayne 3,765 7,739 3,974 105.6% 

100 El Paso (Las Cruces) 108,501 108,501 ~~ 0 ~ 0.0% 

103 Lincoln&Hslngs-Krny Plus 90,338 90,338 0 0.0% 

105 Greenville-N.Bem-Washngtn 77,606 79,366 1,760 2.3% 
106 Spningfield-Holyoke 6,628 6,628 0 0.0% 
107 Ft. Smith-FaySprngdLRgrs 0 0 0 n/a 

9 Source: Arthur H. Harding, Counsel for Time Warner, Letter to FCC Secretary Marlene H. Dortch, June 21, 2005 with accompanyin 
tables indicating franchises to  be transferred and changes in subscribership by DMA. 

132 
133 
134 
135 
136 
137 
138 

Columbus-Tupelo.West Point 0 639 639 n/a 
Wausau-Rliinelander 0 0 0 n/a 
Rockford 0 0 0 n/a 

Duluth-Superior 0 0 0 n/a 
Topeka 0 0 0 n/a 
Beaumont.Port Arthur 

Monroe-El Dorado 39,748 0 -39,7 48 *lOO.O% 

89,091 89'09 1 0 0.0% 



DMA Rank 
139 
140 
141 
142 

App. 82. Time Warner Cable Subscribers Current and Post-Adelphia/Comcast Transactions 
I I I I 1 

Current Post Transaction Net Gain/ 
Subscribers Subscribers (Loss) % Change 

Columbia.Jefferson City 0 0 0 n/a 
Wilmington 112,813 117,076 4,263 3.8% 
Medfond.Klamath Falls 0 0 0 n/a 
Erie 28.293 69.383 41.090 145.2% 
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149 
150 
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159 
160 
161 
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163 
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169 
170 
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174 
175 
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177 
178 
179 
180 
181 
182 
183 
184 

SiouxCity 0 0 0 n/a 
Wichita Falls & Lawton 24,689 31,451 6,762 27.4% 
Lubbock 0 0 0 n/a 
Joplin-Pittsburg 0 0 0 n/a 
Albany, GA 0 0 0 n/a 
Bluefield-BeckleyOak Hill 0 14,093 14,093 n/a 

Salisbury 0 0 0 n/a 
Bangor 0 77,314 77,314 n/a 
WheeltngSteubenviIle 0 3,610 3,610 n/a 
Rochestr-Mason CityAustin 0 0 0 n/a 

Anchorage 0 0 0 n/a 
Biloxi-Gulfjort 0 0 0 n/a 
Minot-Bismarck-Dickinson 0 0 0 n/a 
Odessa-Midland 0 0 0 n/a 
Palm Springs 103,145 168,223 65,078 63.1% 
Panamacity 0 0 0 n/a 
Sherman, TX-Ada, OK 0 0 0 n/a 

AbileneSweetwater 0 0 0 n/a 
Idaho Falls.Pocatello 0 0 0 n/a 

Utica 36,587 84,549 47,962 131.1% 
QuincyHannibal-Keokuk 0 0 0 n/a 
Hatt ies burg  Laurel 0 0 0 n/a 
Missoula 0 0 0 n/a 
Billings 0 0 0 n/a 
Yuma-EICentro 0 51,215 51,215 n/a 
Dothan 12,160 22,349 10,189 83.8% 

Jackson, TN 0 0 0 n/a 

Alexandria, LA 0 0 0 n/a 
Lake Charles 0 0 0 n/a 
RapidCity 0 0 0 n/a 
Jonesboro 0 0 0 n/a 
Marquette 0 0 0 n/a 
Harrisonburg 0 0 0 n/a 
BowlingGreen 0 54 54 n/a 
Greenwood-Greenvifie 0 13,238 13,238 n/a 
Meridian 0 0 0 n/a 

Terre Haute 24,46 1 24,461 0 0.0% 

Binghamton 84,703 89,356 4,653 5.5% 

Gainesville 1,051 0 -1,051 -100.0% 

Clarksburg-Weston 25,279 25,767 488 1.9%* 

Elmira (Corning) 55,206 57,660 2,454 4.4%. 

Watertown 61,611 61,611 0 0.0% 

Source: Arthur H. Harding, Counsel for Time Warner, Letter to FCC Secretary Marlene H. Dortch, June 21, 2005 with accompanying 
4 tables indicating franchises to be transferred and changes in subscribership by DMA. 



App. 82. Time Warner Cable Subscribers Current and Post-AdelphiaKomcast Transactions 

Current Post Transaction Net Gain/ 
DMA Rank Subscribers Subscribers (Loss) % Change 

185 Charlottesvi I le 0 0 0 n/a 
186 Lafayette, IN 0 0 0 n/a 
187 Parkersburg 0 3,540 3,540 n/a 
188 GreatFalls 0 0 0 n/a 
189 Grand Junction-Montrose 0 0 0 n/a 

191 Twin Falls 0 0 0 n/a 
192 Eureka 0 0 0 n/a 
193 Butte.Bozeman, MT 0 0 0 n/a 

190 Laredo 47,652 47,652 ~- 0 0.0%~ 

194 
195 
196 
197 
198 
199 
200 
201 
202 
203 
204 
205 
206 
207 
208 
209 
210 

*Time Warner Cable holds an attributable interest in certain cable systemns 
in these DMAs that are managed by Bright House Networks. 

Lima 29,452 30,577 1,125 3.8% 
Cheyenne, WY-Scottsbluff, 0 0 0 n/z 
SanAngelo 0 0 0 n / i  
Bend,OR 0 0 0 n/s 
Casper-Riverton - 0 0 0 n/z 
Mankato 4,106 0 -4,106 -100.0% 
Otturnwa-Kirksville 0 0 0 n/a 
St. Joseph 0 0 0 n/a 
Zanesville 22,176 23,634 1,458 6.6% 
Presque Isle 8,379 17,367 8,988 107.3% 
Fairbanks 0 0 0 n/a 
Victoria 0 0 0 n / i  
Helena 0 0 0 n / i  

Alpena 0 0 0 n / i  
NorthPlatte 0 0 0 n/a 

0 0 ,  0 n/a Glendive 

Juneau, AK 0 0 0 n/ i  

~- 
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5 Source: Arthur H. Harding, Counsel for Time Warner, Letter to FCC Secretary Marlene H. Dortch, June 21, 2005 with accompanyin 
tables indicating franchises to be transferred and changes in subscribership by DMA. 



Source: Arthur H. Harding, Counsel for Time Warner, Letter to FCC Secretary Marlene H. Dortch, June 21,2005 with accompanying tables 
indicating franchises to be transferred and changes in subscribership by DMA. 1 



1 As described in the "Applications and Public Interest Statement" ("Public Interest Statement") submitted to 
the Commission on May 18, 2005, Comcast employs the "equivalent billing unit" approach to count subscribers. 
See Public Interest Statement at note 186. 

It should also he noted that the subscriber numbers for Comcast indude subscribers served by systems 
wholly owned by Corncast, but do not indude subscribers served by certain other systems in which Comcast holds 
an attributable interest. As noted in the Public Interest Statement, Comcast will hold, in addition to its wholly 
owned systems, an attributable interest in certain partnerships and other entities which operate systems serving 
approximately 3.49 million subscribers. See Public Interest Statement at notes 1865-87 and Exhibit 2. Comcast does 
not currently have access to the subscriber information that would enable it to break down these interests on a DMA 
by DMA basis. 

2 Numbers are current as of April 30.2005. 

3 Comcast is still seeking to confirm whether certain subscribers listed in this chart as being acquired by 
Comcast should be properly assigned to the Tallahassee DMA. 

4 lndudes certain subscribers that may be located in the Ivlankato, MN DMA. 

5 lndudes certain subscribers that may be located in the Gainesville, FL DMA. 

Source: Arthur H. Hading, Counsel for Time Warner, Letter to FCC Secretary Marlene H. Dortch, June 21,2005 with accompanying tables 
indicating franchises to be transferred and changes in subscribership by DMA. 2 


